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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed July 2, 2007. 

2. Claims 1, 6, 11, and 13-15 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1-15 have been examined and are pending with this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The language of claims 13 and 15 raises questions as to whether the claims are 
directed merely to an abstract idea that is not tied to a technological art, environment or 
machine which would result in a practical application producing a concrete, useful, and 
tangible result to form the basis of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

The applicant(s) claim "A computer-readable medium" but does not define within 
the body of the claim the hardware in which the invention runs. Thus, absent recitation 
of the server or some other hardware, claims 13 and 15 are not limited to a tangible 
embodiment, instead being sufficiently broad to encompass software, per se. 
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The examiner encourages applicant to define within the claims the embodied 
features and limitations on a "storage" computer readable medium such as hard drives, 
disks, and other hardware elements. An example of a proper format would be "a 
machine readable code" or "program product"... "encoded on a computer readable 
storage medium". 

On page 14, lines 9-15, of the specification, the applicant(s) have provided 
evidence that the applicant intends the medium to include signals as such that the claim 
is drawn to a form of energy (carrier wave, transmitting medium or other propagation 
medium). Energy is not one of the four categories of invention and therefore this claim 
is not statutory. Energy is not a series of steps or acts and thus not a process. Energy 
is not a physical article or object and as such is not a machine or manufacture. Energy 
is not combination of substances and therefore not a composition of matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Colson 
etal. (US 6,708,217). 
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As per claim 1, Colson teaches a communication system optimized for multipart 
responses, the communication system comprising: 

a client adapted to request content from the communication system, the request 
for content including an indicator that a multipart response is desired for the client (see 
col.4, lines 35-41: "each of the messages indicating a particular content type which the 
device is capable of rendering"); 

a proxy coupled to receive the request for content and adapted to access the 
communication system for the requested content (see Fig. 2, #220 and col. 7, lines 11- 
14: "added to an existing proxy"); and 

a server coupled to the proxy to provide the requested content (see Fig. 2), 
wherein the proxy is adapted to provide a single part response to the client, the single 
part response including an indicator to signal that a subsequent multipart response (see 
col.2, lines 19-27: "multipart/mixed", "multipart/parallel", "multipart/alternative", 
"multipart/digest") that is related to the single part response will be sent to the client (see 
col.2, lines 4-13: "The first part is a header describing the returned document, and the 
second part is the document itself). 

As per claim 2, which depends on claim 1, Colson further teaches wherein the 
request for content comprises a Hyper Text Transfer Protocol (HTTP) request having a 
request header (see col.4, lines 26-29: "document request may be generated as a 
HyperText Transport Protocol (HTTP) message") 

As per claim 3, which depends on claim 2, Colson further teaches wherein the 
request header includes the indicator that a multipart response is desired (see col.4, 
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lines 35-41 : "each of the messages indicating a particular content type which the device 
is capable of rendering"). 

As per claim 4, which depends on claim 1 , Colson further teaches wherein the 
single part response comprises a Hyper Text Transfer Protocol (HTTP) response having 
a response header (see col.2, lines 11-12: "The first part is a header describing the 
returned document"). 

As per claim 5, which depends on claim 4, Colson further teaches wherein the 
response header includes the indicator that a multipart response will be subsequently 
transmitted (see col.2, lines 4-13: "typically returns a requested document to the 
browser as a two-part transmission" & lines 19-27: "HTTP header preferably uses the 
content type"). 

As per claim 6, Colson teaches a method for multipart response optimization, 
comprising: 

generating a first request for content, the first request including a multipart 
response expectation indicator that indicates a client generating the first request is 
capable of receiving a response with multiple parts of content (see col.4, lines 35-41 : 
"each of the messages indicating a particular content type which the device is capable 
of rendering"); 

generating a first response to the first request for content, the first response 
including a multipart response capability (see col.2, lines 19-23: "When the response 
includes multiple documents or document parts having multiple content types, then the 
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HTTP header preferably... indicate that a multipart message with data in more than one 
is being sent"); 

generating a second request for content by the requestor (see col.4, lines 38-39: 
"each message"); and 

generating a second response to the second request for content, wherein the 
second response includes a format that is indicative of the multipart response capability 
indicator and includes particular multiple parts of content for the client associated with 
the second requests for content (see col.2, lines 19-23: "When the response includes 
multiple documents or document parts having multiple content types, then the HTTP 
header preferably... indicate that a multipart message with data in more than one is 
being sent"). (NOTE: performing the same function more than once does not render the 
invention novel) 

As per claim 7, which depends on claim 6, Colson further teaches wherein a lack 
of multipart response capability is signaled by an absence of a multipart response 
capability indicator (see col.4, lines 35-41: "each of the messages indicating a particular 
content type which the device is capable of rendering"). 

As per claim 8, which depends on claim 7, Colson further teaches wherein the 
second request for content is one of a plurality of parallel requests for single part 
content (see Fig. 2 and col.4, lines 35-41: "sending, from the one or more devices on 
which the plurality of content Tenderers are executing"). 

As per claim 9, which depends on claim 6, Colson further teaches wherein 
support for the multipart response capability, is signaled by a multipart response 
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capability indicator (see col.4, lines 35-41: "each of the messages indicating a particular 
content type which the device is capable of rendering"). 

As per claim 10, which depends on claim 9, Colson further teaches wherein the 
second request for content is a single request for multipart content (see claim 6 
rejection above). 

As per claim 11, Colson teaches a mobile terminal wirelessly coupled to a 
network which includes a proxy coupled to the network, the mobile terminal comprising: 

a memory capable of storing at least a multipart header module (see col. 10, lines 
33-35: "using a caching technique"); 

a processor coupled to the memory and configured by the multipart header 
module to generate content requests having a multipart response expectation indicator 
that indicates the mobile terminal is capable of receiving a response with multiple parts 
of content (see col.4, lines 35-41: "each of the messages indicating a particular content 
type which the device is capable of rendering"); and 

a transceiver configured to facilitate a content response exchange with the proxy 
(see Fig.2 and col. 5, lines 58-61: any type of computing device, connected to a wireless 
network"), wherein the multipart header module is further configured to search the 
content response for a multipart capability indicator and receive content that includes 
particular multiple parts of content in response to the existence of the multipart 
capability indicator in the content (see col.7, line 57-col.8, line 14: "After locating the 
entry..."). 
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As per claim 12, which depends on claim 1 1 , Colson further teaches wherein 
existence of the multipart capability indicator in the content response precludes 
generation of parallel content requests from the processor (subjective: see col.4, lines 
27-45). 

As per claim 13, Colson teaches of a computer-readable medium having 
instructions stored thereon which are executable by a mobile terminal for requesting 
optimized multipart response handling in a network by performing steps comprising: 

supplying a multipart expectation indicator in a content request that indicates the 
mobile terminal is capable of receiving a response with multiple parts of content (see 
col.4, lines 35-41: "each of the messages indicating a particular content type which the 
device is capable of rendering"); 

receiving a content response to the content request (see col. 2, lines 19-23: 
"When the response includes multiple documents or document parts having multiple 
content types, then the HTTP header preferably... indicate that a multipart message 
with data in more than one is being sent"); 

examining the content response for a multipart capability indication (see col.7, 
lines 45-coL8, line 14: "upon determining that the returned document is multi-modal..."); 

precluding transmission of parallel content requests when the multipart capability 
indication exists within the content response (see col. 10, lines 57-65: "checks to see 
whether it hosts any content renderers capable of handling particular content types 
delivered... If not, then this processing is complete"); and 



Application/Control Number: 10/735,586 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2155 

receiving content that includes particular multiple parts of content in response to 
the existence of the multipart capability indicator (see col.2, lines 19-23: "When the 
response includes multiple documents or document parts having multiple content types, 
then the HTTP header preferably... indicate that a multipart message with data in more 
than one is being sent"). 

As per claim 14, Colson teaches a proxy coupled to a network to detect multipart 
content requests, the proxy comprising: 

means for receiving a first content request (see col.4, lines 61-67: "initiating a 
HyperText Transfer Protocol (HTTP) request from at least one of the one or more 
devices"); 

means for determining the existence of a multipart response expectation 
indicator in the first content request that indicates a client sending the first content 
request is capable of receiving a response with multiple parts of content (see col.7, lines 
30-col.8, line 14: "manner in which the present invention receives and demultiplexes 
(and then distributes) multi-modal document content..."); 

means for generating a single part response in response to the existence of the 
multipart response expectation indicator in the first content request (see col.2, lines 4- 
13: "The first part is a header describing the returned document, and the second part is 
the document itself); and 

means for sending a multipart response to the client after a second content 
request is received, the multipart response being related to the single part response 
(see col.2, lines 19-23: "When the response includes multiple documents or document 
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parts having multiple content types, then the HTTP header preferably... indicate that a 
multipart message with data in more than one is being sent"). 

As per claim 15, Colson teaches a computer-readable medium having 
instructions stored thereon which are executable by a proxy by performing steps 
comprising: 

receiving a first content request from a client (see col.4, lines 61-67: "initiating a 
HyperText Transfer Protocol (HTTP) request from at least one of the one or more 
devices"); 

determining the existence of a multipart response expectation indicator in the first 
content request that indicates the client is capable of receiving a response with multiple 
parts of content (see col.7, lines 30-col.8, line 14: "manner in which the present 
invention receives and demultiplexes (and then distributes) multi-modal document 
content..."); 

generating a single part response in response to the existence of the multipart 
response expectation indicator in the first content request (see col.2, lines 4-13: "The 
first part is a header describing the returned document, and the second part is the 
document itself); and 

sending a multipart response to the client after a second content request is 
received, the multipart response being related to the single part response (see col.2, 
lines 19-23: "When the response includes multiple documents or document parts having 
multiple content types, then the HTTP header preferably... indicate that a multipart 
message with data in more than one is being sent"). 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Specifically, the applicant(s) argue Coles (prior art of record) does not expressly 
or inherently show that clients are requesting multipart content. Furthermore, the 
applicant(s) argue the response of Coles is not a multipart response, "but is made of 
copies of the same single-part response, each tailored to the profile of a different 
application". For these and other reasons, a new reference, Colson et al. (US 
6708,217) has been cited to explicitly teach the limitations of claims 1-15. 

Colson explicitly teaches that the request is a request for multipart content (see 
col.4, lines 35-41). Colson further teaches that the response is a multipart response 
(see col.2, lines 4-7 and col. 8, lines 49-53). Furthermore, Colson explicitly or inherently 
teaches all the limitations of claims 1-15 (see rejections above). 

For the reasons above, claims 1-15 have been rejected and remain pending. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Michael Won/ 
Primary Examiner 
August 24, 2007 



